Approved For Release 2002/01/02 : CIA-RDP72-00337R000200240001-0 


CROSS REFERENCE 


All Congressional Record Clipping pertaining to Cambodia 
and Foreign Military Sales Act filed in separate folder under 
Legislation. 


Approved For Release 2002/01/02 : CIA-RDP72-00337R000200240001-0 



Approved For Release 2002/01/02 : CIA-RDP72-00337R000200240001-0 

S 14688 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD— SENATE August 31, 1970 


Mr. FULBRIGHT. Mr. President, un- 
fortunately, the Secretary of State’s rec- 
ommendation, which contains the justi- 
fication for the President’s decision, is 
classified “Secret” and cannot be made 
public. 

The handling by the executive branch 
of the requirements of law which must 
be met prior to furnishing military aid is 
practically a rerun of the earlier decision 
to send arms to Cambodia, which in- 
'volved a determination made retroactive 
a month from the President’s signature 
in order to legalize arms shipments 
which had been made a month before, 
The Foreign Assistance Act, quite prop- 
erly, contains a number of restrictions 
which must be satisfied before arms aid 
can be given to a country. These restric- 
tions were designed both to insure the 
most effective use of our citizens’ tax dol- 
lars and to act as a restraining influence 
cm executive branch relations with arms 
aid recipients. Here are the requirements 
of the Foreign Assistance Act that have 
been waived in the decision to give more 
arms to Cambodia: 

First. Section 505(a) requires that 
mil itary grant aid not be given unless 
the country has agreed to comply with 
a number of specific requirements, per- 
taining to use, transfer, and U.S. access 
.to the equipment. Such an agreement 
was proposed to the Cambodian Govern- 
ment on August 20, 4 months after aid 
was first given, but apparently the agree- 
ment has not yet been concluded. 

Second. Section 505 (b) (2) requires 
that any defense articles totaling more 
than $3,000,000 in a fiscal year cannot be 
furnished unless the President deter- 
mines that the arms will be used to main- 
tain its own defensive strength and “the 
defensive strength of the free world.” 

No such determination has been made 
nor is one likely to be made in view of 
Cambodia’s claim of neutrality. 

Third. Section 509 requires that be- 
fore any defense article having a value 
greater than $100,000 be given to another 
country that the head of the appropriate 
U.S. group in Cambodia certify S months 
prior to delivery that the country “has 
the capability to utilize effectively such 
article.” 

No such assurance has been given and 
we have no information on what type of 
equipment we plan to give her that costs 
more than $100,000. A $100, 000-plus 
weapon would hardly fit in the “small 
arms” category, however. 

Fourth. Section 620 Ct) requires that, 
in the case of a country that has broken 
diplomatic relations ' with the United 
States, diplomatic relations must be re- 
stored and a new aid agreement nego- 
tiated before military aid is provided. 

We do not have an aid agreement with 
Cambodia. 

However, section 614 of the act gives 
the President general authority to waive 
ftjl of tjiose and any other requirements 
of the act “when the President deter- 
mines that such authorization is im- 
portant to the security of the United 
States.” The President used this au- 
thority to waive the requirements I have 
listed.. He is perfectly within his rights 
in exercising that authority. And the 
State Department is fully within its legal 


rights in waiting 29 out of the 30 days 
allowed by the statute to send the deter- 
mination to the Congress. 

But the issue involved is not so much 
one of legal niceties as it is of comity 
between the legislative and the executive 
branches of Government. In recent years 
there has been a great erosion of the 
executive branch’s credibility in the Con- 
gress. Instead of mutual trust and con- 
fidence there is now mutual distrust and 
suspicion, not only on foreign policy but 
across the board. I cannot believe that 
the President is conscious of the erosive 
effect on the relationship between the 
two branches caused by actions of this 
nature. In the handling of such a matter 
he is, I believe, a captive of a bureaucracy 
which, in large measure, seems to have 
little respect for the legislative branch. 
Credibility is a fragile thing and once 
destroyed is very difficult — and often im- 
possible — to restore, This most recent in- 
cident is of little practical consequence 
but it does, I think, illustrate the opera- 
tion of a way of thinking now prevalent 
in the bureaucracy of the executive 
branch. It is an attitude which seems to 
consider the Congress of little importance 
in the running of this country’s affairs — 
foreign or domestic. There is a lesson 
here for every Member of Congress. 


LACE 


OF ADEQUATE INSPECTION 
1 OF IMPORTED MEATS 

Mr. VoUNG of North Dakota. Mr. 
President, I never could quite under- 
stand wiy the people of the United 
States a* so concerned about the strict- 
est kindW inspection of meats of all 
kinds slatbhtered in the United States 
and at tha same time have very little or 
no concern about the lack of adequate 
inspection \f vast amounts of imported 
meats. 

It is wronAto believe that much of this 
imported meVt is subjected to anything 
like the carefiB and strongent inspections 
made of our domestic meat products. 

Mr. President, an excellent article on 
this subject appeared in a recent issue 
of the Wester rl Livestock Reporter, It 
was written by Mr. Patrick K. Goggins, 
the publisher. It k an article that I think 
would be of real interest to the vast con- 
sumer public in the United States. I ask 
unanimous consen\ that it be printed in 
the Record. 

There being no Objection, the article 
was ordered to be panted in the Record, 
as follows: 

As I See to 

In tills world and In tils age of laws and 
regulations and rules it \ertalnly seems odd 
how the United States Department of Agrl 
culture and others can tv&n a blind eye on 
Inspection of foreign meat. 

The absolute whammy tlfet they are put 
ting on the American pacAr, both at the 
federal and state level is unbelievable and 
yet, they turn their back onVhe uncleanll- 
ness and the standards of inspection of im 
ported meat. 

This particular Item has beeA fought out 
the last three weeks in Congresfc to a fair- 
thee-well. I don’t know exactly what Is go- 
ing to come of it but there are ymore Re- 
publicans and Democrats alike joining arms 4 
In the fight to get something donp. And it 
certainly needs to be done. 

Dr. H. M. Steinmetz, Assistant Dej\ity Ad- 


lnistrator of consumer protection of the 
■DA Is one of the biggest fighters against 
y passage of any kind of a meat Import 
inspection bill. He comes up with some pretty 
k arguments In my estimation of why 
shouldn’t touch It. 

>f course the State Department, the De- 
partment of Consumer Affairs and the USDA 
alllfeel that if any kind of stringent, more 
strict inspection law is put into effect, the 
foreign countries will then counteract and 
putlqulte a lot of pressure upon American 
proemrets that they buy through similar acts. 

Brjce E. Hackett from Overbrook, Kansas 
testiftpd In a letter to Senator Robert Dole 
(R. Ha ns as ) that he and his family lived 
and md a trucking business in Australia 
from September 1963 to December of 1967 
and tllfit his brother is still there running 
that bifciness. 

He testifies that on in-plant handling the 
meat was moved from building to building 
in non-lpfrlgerated cars. They did pot have 
refrigerakd vans for in-plant and that most 
of the mV at Is hauled in flat cars or flatbed 
type trailers with a canvas over the top of 
It from tie plant down to the docks where 
it - waits l|i the hot sun for up to 8 to 10 
hours witlirat refrigeration before it is loaded 
Into ships, j 

The few inspectors we have over there who 
are trying tl get something done, can’t begin 
to. Here is {(paragraph for Instance on page 
20, paragraph 53 of the Rules and Regula- 
tions of tha Commonwealth of Australia: 
"When an ollcer considers that vermin are 
likely to com! In contact with meat at an 
export establishment — this is on processing 
meat to be ssit out of the country — the 
establishment, require the occupier to cause 
to be taken effective measures for the pur- 
pose of destroy!*; the vermin.” 

In other wordathey can use poison to get 
rid of the rats blit nothing is done with the 
meat. Here In theWT.S., if rats get into meat, 
the whole lot is cAidemned and goes In the 
tank. When it getsthere to the U.S. approxi- 
mately 180 pounds\out of 32,000 pounds Is 
looked at and lookid at quite hastily. The 
U.S. inspectors then mut USDA Inspected and 
Passed on these crat t*. 

Now hear this; Thl 
go into interstate sht 
federal inspected plant? 

Now we have our 
under state rules, wholare under the same 
regulations as our federal packing houses. 
They cannot ship meat interstate. They have 
to ship Intra-state. OuA regulations won’t 
even let this state lnspeked meat even get 
near a federal inspected packing house. Why 
should this imported, uff 
allowed to enter those chafl 
strings attached. 

They kill horses In the 
they kill cattle in Australia! 
bits for people In the same' 
do cattle. 

And the 14 roving Inspector! that we have 
over there don’t live in Auskalla or New 
Zealand or Argentina, they live m the United 
States and maybe see the plantknce a year. 
Then when they Inspect, they Irapect their 
systems, but they don’t Inspect ikes took. 

Then you look at the U.S. pafcker. He's 
forced to pay U.S. inspectors overame any- 
time he works over 8 hours and wlwsn there 
Is an inspector on the line, the whqle pack- 
ing house stops, because they want\to look 
at every carcass and do. 

The packing industry In the Uniteclstates 
has paid in excess of $15 million dollits last 
year alone In over-time to USDA m<kt in- 
spectors to keep their plants running! This 
was just to the Inspectors themselves, riot to 
mention all the man-hours and loss of lime 
waiting for these Inspectors while the uliole 
process stopped and employee pay 4ale 
went on. 

Then In Australia they allow wild rabVits 
that are destroyed on ranches to be brougit 


same meat can then 
ament. It can go to 

ate packers who are 


pleaned meat be 
els without any 


ame plant that 
k They kill rab- 
plants as they 
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BY SENATOR MUSKIE 
Q N . AP PROPRIATIONS for the 
strpE^soNic transport 

, iv MUSKIE. Mr. President, I ask 
ior unanimous consent to have printed 
in tile Record a statement made by me 
on Friday, August 28, 1970, before the 
Transportation Subcommittee of the 
Senate Committee on Appropriations 
concerting appropriations for the super- 
sonic transport. 

Them being no objection, the state- 
ment wds ordered to be printed in the 
Record, Is follows: 

Statement by Senator Edmund S, Muskie 
Before 4he Transportation Subcommit- 
tee of the Senate Appropriations Com- 
mitted o* Appropriations for the SST 
August 2a 1970 

Mr. OhairiW in 1963 Presdent Kennedy 
announced t»at the Federal Government 
would embarln on a program to develop a 
supersonic transport. He pledged a $760 mll- 
llon limit on F&ieral support of the project. 

we have now Vpent almost $700 million on 
tills project and lire beng asked to appropri- 
ate $290 million more. It Is now likely that 
the prototype costs to the Government will 
rise to at least $ 1 .A billion. Many people sus- 
pect that the Government will even be asked 
to finance production of these aircraft. 

It is now time, Mr.lChalrman, to take a sec- 
ond look at the SST ... to re-evaluate It 
. . . and to ask whether we can afford to 
•continue the program; 

This Is an approprtate time to take a 
second look ... \ 

For this year Oongresl passed the National 
Environmental Policy A it, We said that ma- 
jor Federal programs mu* be carefully exam- 
ined In light of their potential impact on the 
environment. I 

This year we are considering significant 
changes In our national tAnsportation pol- 
icies. We recognize the n*d to spend our 
money more carefully and more wisely 
on programs that do the mast good for the 
most people. I 

And this year we are facect with substan- 
tial unemployment in one-fifth of our ma- 
jor labor markets. We must, teal with this 
problem effectively and quickly! 

So we should ask what th\ SST means 
to us . . . with respect to our Environment 
our priorities and our people. 

To many Americans, the SST 
Of man’s lack of concern for his 
I am aware that proposed rules 
hlbit SST’s from flying over pop 
areas. But this does not answer 
of — 

What effects sbnic booms would have on 
ships at sea, and on fish and anknal life; 

What effects sideline takeoff noisl four or 
five times that of the 747 would Vave on 
people who work in the airports on live In 
neighboring communities; 

What effects Jet vapors would havelon the 
upper atmosphere, on world cllmaA, and 
on radiation levels. ” 

Even the Chairman of the Presment’s 
Council on Environmental Quality has Itated 
wat tb,i$ .last question “lias not receive* the 
attention it deserves, " The MIT Study oflrit- 
ical Environmental Problems concluded 
cently that “the projected SST's can ha* a 
dearty measurable .effect on the world 
Iuat ?- National Academy of Sciences 
reached a similar conclusion. , 

v» proponents of the SST havl 

promised that these problems will be studied 
as soon as the prototypes are built and before 
the production phase. 

I hope that an increasing financial com- 
nyi.nient . would not. weaken that resolve. But 
“ ^^nccrned that this research would oc- 
® nvir ° ru » e fftal research resources that 
are being stretched thin as we seek to solve 


thaproblems of air and water pollution that 
we jave already created. 

WV should ask whether new research on the 
envlfcmnentai effects of the SST— -research 
that Would be admittedly necessary before 
production — is the wisest use we can make 
of ourllimlted capacity. 

1 anl also concerned. Mr. Chairman, with 
qu \ stlou of Whether the FAA has com- 
piled with the National Environmental Pol- 
icy Act.l 

°A ?°? (2) of the ac t requires a 
detailedistatement” from the agency on the 
environmental impact of any major pro- 
posal— whither or not work on the project 
had begun! before passage of the act, The 
F o bas nA submitted a detailed statement. 
Section 1C® (2) (c) of the act requires each 
,fV dy ' develt> P ana prescribe ap- 
propriate alternatives to recommend courses 

aLmaZes T 'T FAA a0t SUbmltted those 

The Appropnatlons Committee should not 
report the appifcprlations bill to the floor un- 
til the requirements of section 102 of the 
El J£/ ronmental policy Act have been met. 

™ en tbe SenVte can make its own deci- 
sion on the meats. At this time too many 

swered Ilmental q V stlons havs not been an- 
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nation, required by law, which authorizes 
up to $40 million in military aid for 
Cambodia in fiscal year 1971. This will be 
in addition to the $8.9 million already 
given Cambodia in fiscal year 1970. 

The last sentence of the determination, 
which was in the form of a memorandum 
from the President to the Secretary of 
State, stated: 

You are requested on my behalf to report 
this determination and authorization 
promptly to the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives. p 


a symbol 
planet. 
Would pro- 
lated land 
^questions 


We should also V* whether we need the 
’ - “ much V® need new mass transit 
fnr\^ rc OUr , clt %' aew Mrport facilities 
for the planes already flying, or new schools 
homes and a clean environment ' 

These programs alsA cost money— as much 
or more than the SS* And the funds must 

arThS. tlie 3ame «** 

^ar’s budget fA air pollution oon- 
trol is $106 million. t 3 restore our air to 
a breathable, healthy Avel will cost the 
Government almost $400 Tnilllon a year Ac 

anri P w atl0 | nS blllS f ° r medi V^ 1 care - Education 
and Housing have been veVoed . . . yet these 
needs are not being met \ y / e 

Should Ukeb^do^n^T”" tWngS W * 

Those are the questions we must ask about 
our priorities. “ aoout 

SST T r ' Chalrman ' we ksk what the 

£>oT means to our people Y 

maJ °v abor 

We cannot ignore the fact that the mob- 
em InWashington may get wors5if the SST 
program is halted. But we knXthat the 
program will not reverse the riling levels 
across the nation ... and this m¥st be our 

sources" 06 ™ * ' ’ wUh ** call l our °“ 

We must meet the challenge of utiemnlov 
ment nationwide. It will takl newWrams 
more imaginative ideas and perlXs moro 

an P our statr" K * a probIe “ A 

SesZr alTour kUteT *“* 

C^nnan^ r0Smm 1$ n0t Without me U Mr. 

It would provide job opportunities; 

It would be a technological victory- » 

alr travel be “ exoltIng advan ®\ to 

t>1 Eat at thls tlme . Mr. Chairman, It is Aot 
the best use of our resources . . . the envlrr* 
mental, social and human costs are too hlgV 

that 1 * at thlS tlme ’ wlth the Muds of needL 
that have gone unmet, dropping the SST il 
tbekind of difficult decision we mustmale. 1 


MILITARY AID FOR CAMBODIA I 

p ^Ident, on 
July 23 the President signed a determi- 


• ^ is i! in accord with the requirement 
in the Foreign Assistance Act that the 
Congress be notified promptly of such 
decisions. Webster’s defines “prompt" as 
Done or rendered readily; given without 
delay or hesitation." The determination, 
transmitted by a letter from the Depart- 
ment of State dated August 21, was re- 
ceived by the Committee on Foreign 
Relations on August 24. Another report- 
ing requirement, contained in the Foreign 
APPfpPrfatton Act, requires 
that determinations of this nature be 
reported to the Congress “within 30 days 
after each such determination.” It was 
29 days from the date of the President’s 
signature to the date of the Depart! 
ment s transmittal letter. I note, how- 
basic lllform ation had been 
!® tt k f d to tl ? e press wel1 before the com- 
mittee received any official notice of the 
fo? 1 ® 1 ?”’ 1 a ® k unanmous consent that 
thePresident s determination be printed 
at this point in the Record. 

There being no objection, the memo- 
randum was ordered to be printed in 
the Record, as follows: 

The White House, 

July 23, 1970. 

Presidential Determination No. 71-2 
memorandum for the secretary of state 
Subject: Determination and Authorization 
Sect ‘ on 614 (a) of the Foreign 
Assistance Act, and Under the Foreign 
Assistance and Related Agencies Appro- 
priatlon Act, Permitting the Furnishing 
of Defense Articles and Services to Cam? 
bodia up to $40 Million 
accordance with the recommendation 
hereby- 1 memoi ' audum ° r June 27, 1970, I 

or ( ?L D l“ n t pursuattt t0 Section 614(a) 
of the Act that the authorization of the 
use of up to $40 million of funds avaUaWe 
f” tbe r , erant defense articles Zd 

Ca “ bocllft - without regard to the lim- 
itations of Section 605(a), 505(b)(2) sec 
ond clause, 509, 620 (t), or any other nroti 

Stan^it 1 llmltin S «»e furnishing of 
military assistance to Cambodia, is impor- 
tant to the security of the United State S P 

ofVhl,^ 1 " P ursuant to Section 614(a) 
of the Act such use of up to $40 million for 
S'f 1 ” 4 of defense articles and services to 
Cambodia without regard to the limitations 
of the sections of the Act referrad’Shf^ 

„J C) ? e ! ermtnc Pursuant to the third pro- 
of Tltfe , m iL ltary assistance paragraph 
mo thn/ F ° relgn Assistance Act, 

te FV mit ? assistance to Cambodia 
wLrr 1B71 ln an amount of up to $40 mll- 

theUniteTstates! 0 th6 natl ° nal lnterest of 

thU° U determirmtion ° n and "^uthOTi^ation 
the Senate aud H0USe df R®P- 
Richard Nixon. 
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(Says on Plane Eh Route to 
AsiaThat 0. S- Wift 6o "Aff 
[mm to Help Lon Nol 


By JAMESM. NAUGHTON 

' , ; 

" AGAFJA, Guam, ' Aug. ’ 23- 
Vice President Agnew warned 
today that it would be impos- 
sible for United" States combat 
troops to pull out of South 
Vietnam if the Communists 
overdrew the Government of 
Premier Lon Nol anti took over 
Cambodia. 

“We’re going to do every- 
thing we can to help the Lon 
Nol Government,’* the Vice 
President told newsmen aboard 
his Air force ' plane as he 
headed toward Asia on his sec- 
ond diplomatic mission there 

this year. " 

■* A dozen hours after he con- 
ferred at the Western White 
House ini San Clemente,. Calif., 
with President f Nixon* ' Secre- 
tary qt State ’William P. 
Rogers and Henry A. fcssmgcr 
Mr. Nixon’s adviser for nations^ 
security affairs, the Vice Presi- 
dent underlined the importance 
of a non-Comnvunist Cambodia 
to the Nixon Administration. 

He restated the Administra- 
tion’s desire to withdraw 
United States troops from 
Southeast Asia, but added thaf ■ 
“the whole subject matter of 
Cambodia is related to the 
security of our troops In Viet- 
nam.” v 7';; . 7"; s ',j 
Peril to Pullout Seen . ■■ 
' Noting that Cambodia and; 
South Vietnam shared a border, 
6QQ miles long, Mr. Agnew said: 
that this “would make it impos- , 
sible for the Vietnamizatiom 
ajd the ^ d i sen ^agemen t 


- ’Ih* VH* ffWldint n e(j 

speculate about the pu. | 
that, the United State, ^ 
fma If neces!&ry to sene? , 
combat units to Ca, 
again as it did last spi 
a two-month assault wi 
South Vietnamese on C( 
nist border sanctuaries. 

He stressed the Admin 
tion view that it was conct 
chiefly with the threat p 
'to the safety of withdrat 
American forces by a Com 
nist take-over of Cambodia. 

But Mr. Agnew appeared 
[havf:iSt*d that theme c 
steo beyond previous Wh 
House assertions; Ttnking ti 


security of the Cambodian Gov- 
ernment with the security of 
the Americans, 

He said that members of the 
United States Senate who have 
expressed fears that the Nixon 


South Vietnamese, Thai or other 
allied troops who come to Jhe 
aid of Cambodia or neighboring 
Laos. 

Mr. Agnew expressed confi- 
dence that the House would not 
go along with the amendment 
to the pending military procure 
ment appropriations bill. 

But even should the amend- 


Administration was becoming 
increasingly committed to thel 
preservation of the GovernmentF nent become law, he said, 

•“There are many ways to bring 
about financial assistance to a 
friendly nation.” He implied 
hat rather than subsidize the 
illied troops directly, the United 
States could perform a book- 
keeping shift that would give 
some other form of “financial 
■elief” and enable the ally to 
pay for dispatch of the troops 


of Premier Lon Nol failed to 
realize that “we have no com 
mitment to Cambodia, but we 
do have a commitment to South 
Vietnam and we have a tre- 
mendous moral obligation to 
'our own" forces fighting in 
South Vietnam not t6 leave 
them in such a vulnerable and 


weakened 
would be unable to extricate 
themselves.” 

On his nine-day journey, the 
Vice President will discuss 
Cambodia and other issues with 
leaders ig„Sptk. Korea, Thai-, 
land, South Vietnam and Tai- 
wan. His mission consists 
largely of reassuring the allies 
that antiwar sentiment in the 
United States, particularly in 
the Senate, will not diminish 
the Administration’s ability to 
replace United States combat 
troops with other forms of aid. 

The allies no .doubt will ask 
him, said the Vice President,; 


position that theyfcut of its own treasury. 


United States financing 


The Vice President toned down 
considerably his criticism of 
Senate doves at home. Only last 
Monday he charged that sup- 
porters of the plan offered by 
Senators Mark O. Hatfield* Re- 
publican of Oregon, and George 
S. McGovern, Democrat of South 
Dakota, for a fixed deadline to 
withdraw all American troops 
from South Vietnam were back- 
ing a “blueprint for the first 
defeat in the history of the 
United States.” 

Today, as he sat on the arm 
of a chair and took questions 
from reporters as Air Force 
000 feet above the 
an overnight stop 
oPhere, Mr. Agnew said Asian 
wmmmmam mama — 


leaders might well be concerned 
about Senate attitudes. But he 
said there were encouraging 
signs — among them the defeat 
of three attempts to block ex- 
pansion of the Administration’s 
Safeguard antiballistic missile 
program — that showed a “weak- 
ening of this isolationist senti- 
ment.” 

Will Be Frank With Allies 

However, the Vice President 
also stated that he planned to 
be “very candid” with the Asian 
leaders and tell them that the 
United States was reordering 
its priorities — cutting back on 
defense spending and increas-H 
ing domestic budgets. He was 
unequivocal, for instance, in 
stating that the decision “will' 
be carried out” to withdraw 
20,000 of the American troops 
stationed in South Korea. The 
authorized strength for Amer- 
ican troops in South Korea is 
64,000. 

The issue of United States 
troop reduction is particularly 
troublesome to the Government 
of President Chung Hee Park 
of South Korea, whom Mr. Ag- 
new will meet tomorrow on the 
first stop of his four-nation 
tour. 

“Steps are being taken to 
provide increased material as- 
sistance” to South Korea in re- 
turn for the troop pullout, said 
the Vice President, but he de- 
clined to be specific about the 
aid. 



U.S. Denies Policy Shift 
CLEMENTE, Calif,, Aug. 
23 (UPI) — The White House said 
today that Vice President Ag- 
new’s remarks linking United 
States interests in Asia to the 
stability of the Cambodian Gov- 
ernment represented no change 
in the Nixon Administration’s 
policy. 
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Seen 

To Pullout 
In Vietnam 

GUAM, Aug. 23 (AP) — 
Vice President Spiro T. Ag- 
new, heading for Asia, said 
today that “we’re going to 
do everything we can to 
help the Lon Nol govern- 
ment” in Cambodia because 
“the whole matter of Cam- 
bodia is related to the secu- 
rity of our troops in Viet- 
nam.” 

■ ■ A": 5 ' ■ : - 

At another point, however, 
Agnew insisted, “'we Have no 
commitment to Cambodia" but 
view events in that Southeast 
Asian nation only in t^rms of 
how they affect conditions in 
neighboring South Vietnam. 

His statement about helping 
Lon Nol was the strongest by 
any U.S. official so far for the 
embattled Cambodian, regime. 

, [In San Clemente, however, 
a White House spokesman said* 
that Agnew’s statement rep- 
resented no change in U.S. 
policy of supporting an inde- 
pendent and neutral Cam- 
bodia.] . 

no way that any 
make about 


is 


‘There 

judgment fhatT 
Cambodia could be made with- 
out it being attached in sub- 
stantial measure to the secu- 
rity of our troops in South 
Wlefharm” Agnew said. ~ ' '] 

Asked if the only way Amer- 
ican troops would be sent back 
to Cambodia would be to pro- 
tect U.S. forces in Vietnam, he 
replied: “That is exactly 

right.” 

“There is a 600-mile border 
that would make it impossible 
for the yietnamizaUon^ j>ro- 
1 gram and the disengagement 
of Apneri'can' troops if Cam- 
bodia falls," the Vice Presi- 
dent told reporters aboard Air 
(Force Two as he flew across 
I the international dat e lin e to 
this mid-Pacific isle afgr^, rg : 
fueling stop in Hawaii. _ , ^ 

Military leaders' a SQ pg: 
Ca rlo s . Cam ac ho _ 

Agtiew at Anderson .• 

Base here as he arriv’ 
overnight stop before flying 


on' Monday to Seoul, South 
Korea, the first of four sched- 
gfe$4 siae stops. 

Agnew and his party arrived 
in Seoul at about 1 a.m., Wash- 
ington time. He made no state- 
ment at the airport. 

His talks with President 
Chung Hee Park will revolve 
around U.S. plans to help with 
the . modernization of Korean 
military forces in view of the 
scheduled withdrawal by June 
1971 of 20,000 of the 63,000 
American troops there. 

Asked about specific U.S. , 
aid plans for Korea, Agnew 
saw “little likelihood that as a 
resuIt^ of my conversation any 
specific action will be -pro- 
PSSM , _ 

,: Ajgh'ew charged" fhaf Fri- 
day's . Senate, action barring . 
IU.S. financial support for Thai 
nr South Vietnamese efforts 
'6n behalf of the governments 
of Laos and Cambodia is “a 
debilitating factor that could 
indirectly hurt the security of 

• iU.S, forces in Vietnam, 

“I <Jgut)t very strongly 
whether* the House will go 
along with it,” he gaid. 

The Vice President indi- 
cated the Nixon administra- 
tion might find some other 
way to underwrite the pro- 
posed dispatch of 5,000 Thai 
troops to help the hard- 
pressed Lon Nol government, 
which has been fighting off 
^ommunist attacks on the cap- 
tal of Phnom Penh. 

I “I don’t think,” he said, 
(‘that necessarily troop financ- 
ing is critical if alternative 
eans of financial relief can 
e found for the country 
hich would allow it to fi- 
ance Its own troops. 

- -“To carry out the Nixon doc- 
trine ” Agnew replied to a fol- 
low-up question, “the Presi- 
dent is going to find whatever 
means he has to make certain 
that the concept of the doe- 
. trims' is Wet,” . 

Under the doctrine first 
enunciated by President 
Nixon here 13 months ago, the 
United States plans to reduce 
its Far East forces while reaf- 
firming its treaty commit- 
ments and helping those allies 
Hilling to help themselves. 

"■Unrelated to Campaign 
’"'"""Aghfefr- said : “I really don’t 
' W X pggr thatTh is trip will have 
'lfl i y Tg T StfT o h ~ t 'oAhy campaign 
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oui agreea with a questioner 
that the trip would permit him 
to speak more knowledgeably 
about foreign affairs. tT.'.. 

Agnew said there was “no 
plan for me to go into Cam- 
bodia” during the trip. On his 
previous trip he said there 
were no plans to go to Viet- 
nam, where he eventually 
went for 24 hours. This time, 
it is on his schedule although 
no date has yet been an- 
nounced. 

Both President Nixon and 
Adm. John S. McCain Jr., the 
top U.S. commander in the Pa- 
cific with whom he met in Ha- 
waii, are very much encour- 
aged by the course of events 
in Vietnam, the Vice President 
said, especially the Vietnami- 
zation program and the 
strengthened status of the 
government of President Ngu- 
yen Van Thieu. 

In stating U.S. determina- 
tion to prevent the Cambodian 
government of Lon Nol from 
falling, Agnew said, “we can- 
not predict in advance, based 
on the multiple contingencies 
that one could imagine, ex- 
actly what we would do in any 
given situation. 

“That kind qf diplomacy is 
very dangerous, and I 
wouldn’t undertake it,” he 
went on. 


Refuses to Speculate 

Asked if the support the 
United States might provide 
included sending in U.S. 
troops if Lon Nol asks for 
them, Agnew replied: “No, I 
think I made it perfectly clear 
that I wouldn’t attempt to an- 
ticipate the contingent situa- 
tions that may arise. 

The Vice President was then 
asked if this meant he was not 
ruling out possible use of U.S. 
troops if the situation deterio- 
rated. Agnew said it depended 
upon what was meant by dete- 
riorated. 

“If you meant that if the 
Communist Chinese suddenly 
attacked Cambodia in force 
would I commit that we 
wouldn’t do anything about 
it?” he asked. "I couldn’t make 
that commitment obviously.” 

But he noted that the Presi- 
dent "has no intention of re- 
committing” U.S. troops into 
Cambodia and said any South 
Vietnamese decision about ac- 
tion in that country “has to be 
left to their diagnosis of 
what’s vital for their own se- 
curity. 

“We will not encourage it or 
discourage it, only insofar as 
It affects the security of Amer- 
ican troops,” Agnew said. 
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Senate Votes Curb on Funds 
T o Allies of Cambodia, Laos 


By DANA BULLEN 

Star Staff Writer 

The Senate has called for a 
ban on use of U.S. funds for 
military operations by Vietnam- 
ese and other forces in support 
of the government of Cambodia 
and Laos. ■ 

By a voice vote, the Senate 
yesterday approved a proposal 
by Sen. J. William Fulbright, 
D-Ark., intended to head off 
| broader military operations that 
could involve the United States 
in a war to support the govern-' 
ment of either country. 

“If they want to do it on their 
own, we cannot stop them. But 
we don’t have to pay the bills,” 
[Fulbright said. 


istration spokesmen who ap- 

i e it nnnn-nl-nit 


Stennis Backs Curb 


Sen. John C. Stennis, D-Miss , 
chairman of the Armed Services 
Committee, agreed that U.S. 
funds should not be used to back 
military operations by other 
Southeast Asian nations in sup- 
port of the Cambodian or Lao- 
tian governments. 

The provision, approved by 
the Senate as an amendment to 
the $19.2 billion military pro- 
curement; authorization bill, 
however, was phrased to allow 
U.S.-supported operations in bor- 
der sanctuary areas of Cambo- 
dia and to interdict the Ho Chi 
Minh trail in Laos, 
i In other action, Fulbright as- 
serted a $50 million arms aid 
agreement with Ca mb odia ap- 
pears to be “a very substantial 
step” toward creation of a U.S. 
connhitment to that nation, 
ri Fulftirigbt, chairman of the 
Foreign Relations Committee, 
said, however, tha Nixon admin- 


peared before the unit asserted 
that the arms aid agreement did 
not constitute a commitment to 
Cambodia. 

Supporting Fulbright’s assess 
ment, Sen. Frank Church, 
D-Idaho, said after a closed-door 
briefing before the Senate com- 
Imittee that American involve- 
ment in Cambodia is “clearly 
growing.” Church said it 
raised questions about whether 
this country is assuming respon- 
sibility to defend the Lon Nol 
government. 

At the committee briefing, It 
was understood that administra- 
tion spokesmen indicated every 
effort would be made to avoid 
direct U.S. involvement such as 
in Vietnam. 

In floor debate preceding ap- 
proval of the amendment to bar 
funds for operations by. other 
Southeast Asian nations in sup- 
port of Cambodia and Laos, 
Fulbright said it would be “in- 
tolerable” for this country to fi- 
nance such activity. 

Bipartisanship Noted 
Sen. Barry M. Goldwater, 
R-Ariz., said: “We are not say- 
ing to South Vietnam, ‘You can- 
not attack Laos.’ We are saying, 
‘You cannot expect any help 
from us if you do it.’ ” 

Stennis joined in supporting 
the Fulbright amendment, stat- 
ing it conformed to the inten- 
sions of the armed services com- 
mittee. . , .. 

The Senate’s action made it 
plain that both critics and back- 
ers of the Nixon administration s 
I policies on the war do not sup- 
port use of U.S. funds to broaden 
the conflict by financing mili- 


itary operations by other nations 

l PcmKArliu nr 


in support of either Cambodia or 
Laos. 

In another development, Sen. 
George McGovern, D-S.D., said 
in a Senate speech that activities 
of senators supporting a propos- 
al to cut off funds for the war 
have not violated any law or 
“jeopardized” ethics and pro- 
,priety. , , 

Responding to a proposal by 
Sen. Robert Dole, R-Kan., Mc- 
Govern said “every penny” re- 
ceived or spent in connection 
with the amendment “to end the 
war” has been publicly dis- 
closed. 

Percy Proposal Approved 
McGovern said sponsors of the 
amendment were asking the In- 
ternal Revenue Service for a rul- 
ing on any tax responsibilities. 
But, he said, he did not intend to 
be “diverted” from the questior 
of whether Congress should set £ 
limit on the Vietnam war. 

Senators also approved, by 
voice vote, a proposal by Sen 
Charles H. Percy, R-Ill., to re 
duce permanent change ofsta 
tion assignments for military 
personnel as an economy rnovt 
and a proposal by Sen. Bird 
Bayh, D-Ind., to require Con 
gress to set military manpowei 
levels on an annual basis. 

Sen. Fred R. Harris, D-Okla. 
urged approval of an amend 
ment to the military procure 
ment authorization bill to set £ 
maximum level for military per 
sonnel that only Congress coulc 
increase. 

Harris asserted that tnis 
should be part of any move to 
ward creation of a voiunteei 
army. 
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